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4Abstract This paper intends to contribute to the epistemological discussion on 
classifications in comparative law through the explanation of the val-
ue of fuzzy logic and of the usefulness of the fuzzy approach in legal 
studies. The analysis will proceed as follows. After a brief introduction, 
section II outlines the state of the art of classifications in comparative 
law. In section III, the ways of thinking which can be applied in the 
activity of classification are illustrated. Sections IV and V are devoted 
to the explanation of the fuzzy set theory with the aim to understand 
the relevance of fuzzy logic in legal research and to illustrate a few ap-
plications of the fuzzy approach. The final section is dedicated to some 
reflections on the extent to which it is reasonable to adopt the fuzzy set 
theory in legal studies.
Keywords Fuzzy Logic, Fuzzy Approach, Classifications, Comparative Law
Sintesi Il presente lavoro intende contribuire alla discussione epistemologica 
sulle classificazioni nel diritto comparato mediante l’illustrazione del 
valore della logica fuzzy e dell’utilità dell’approccio fuzzy negli studi 
giuridici. L’analisi procede in questo modo. Dopo una breve introdu-
zione, il paragrafo II delinea lo stato dell’arte delle classificazioni nel 
diritto comparato. Nel paragrafo III sono chiariti i modi di pensare che 
possono applicarsi all’attività catalogatoria. I paragrafi IV e V sono 
dedicati alla spiegazione della fuzzy set theory con l’intento di com-
prendere la rilevanza della logica fuzzy nelle indagini giuridiche e di 
illustrare alcune applicazioni dell’approccio fuzzy. Nell’ultimo para-
grafo si riflette su fino a che punto sia ragionevole adottare la fuzzy set 
theory negli studi giuridici.
Parole chiave Logica fuzzy, approccio fuzzy, classificazioni, diritto comparato
This essay is an updated version of the paper published in Italian under the title: ‘Riflessioni 
sull’uso consapevole della logica fuzzy nelle classificazioni fra epistemologia del diritto com-
parato e interdisciplinarietà’, Revista General de Derecho Público Comparado, vol. 10, 2012, pp. 1-20.
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I. Introduction
The fuzzy logic and the fuzzy approach here explained arise from two considera-
tions. Firstly, legal comparatists have not provided much information regarding 
classifications. Secondly, progress made by scholars of other disciplines may be 
useful for anyone concerned with this topic. Some theoretical reflections are very 
interesting but are nothing more than the common way of thinking of human 
beings: only, their shortcoming is that certain things just do not leap out at us 
until they are named and justified at an epistemological level.
Legal comparatists should wonder more about the theoretical assumptions of 
their studies, that is epistemology, the scientific knowledge of comparative law as 
opposed to common sense. Wondering what comparative law means, and what 
kind of knowledge is necessary to perform comparative studies, implies looking 
outside the legal context. Philosophical discussions on the effectiveness of rules 
are not enough to ground the epistemological bases of those who compare legal 
systems. The study of law, as a cultural phenomenon, includes the structures of 
thought and also the way in which facts are perceived by the observer. There are 
many intelligibility models, and one needs to pay attention to them in order to 
establish an epistemology of comparative law (Samuel 2004: 35 ff., 57 ff.; Van 
Hoecke 2004: 165 ff.). In this perspective, interdisciplinary research could be of 
great importance.
Regarding the issue of scientific results from other areas of knowledge, we 
observe that interdisciplinary orientation has become a sort of leitmotif in aca-
demic circles but, despite the fact that legal comparatists make good use of other 
disciplines’ references in their essays (Pegoraro 2012: 295 ff.), miscellanies and 
headings in encyclopaedias still highlight a sort of separation. On the one hand, 
social sciences representatives dialogue together on the features of comparative 
method; on the other hand, several contributions on this topic carried out by le-
gal scholars remain confined to their subject area. For example, in the volume 
edited by Baldissera there are papers written by sociologists, political scientists, 
anthropologists, and historicians, but not by comparative legal scholars (Baldis-
sera 2003). In the Enciclopedia delle scienze sociali, there are two contributions on 
comparison. The first one, by Smelser (1992: 107 ff.), explains the classical models 
of comparative analysis in social sciences. The second one, by David (1992: 116 
ff.), reports the results achieved in the sphere of comparative law. 
It must be said that, while for sociologists and political scientists – who also 
shape models, classify and compare – comparison is only one of the possible 
methods to apply in the analyses, which moreover symbolizes the «ugly duck-
ling» in their studies (Delli Zotti 1996: 166 ff.), on the contrary, the comparative 
method in the legal sphere has been elevated to science, and legal scholars use 
alternative names to refer to the approaches used to make comparison between 
legal systems (Ancel 1974: 91 ff.).
6If one thinks about the use that comparatists already make regarding the data 
from other sciences, these references can be conceived in a continuum. At one 
extreme of the continuum, there are mere extra-legal data, where a wider knowl-
edge of a legal system – from the historical, political, social points of view that 
inevitably are reflected in the normative field – help us to better understand the 
context in which research is placed. This recurring activity, while valuable, does 
not amount to a synthesis between legal and extra-legal data; rather, it gives im-
portance to the law-in-action. In the middle of the continuum, we can mention 
the methods and theories of other disciplines; the use in a prescriptive way of 
the predictive models forged by other sciences scholars; the use of results ob-
tained in distinct fields to test their utility in the sphere of comparative law. Even 
in these cases there is not a synthesis of different manners of conducting com-
parative research, although the comparatists’ level of understanding in relation 
to other disciplines is more intense. At the opposite extreme of the continuum 
there are studies where fundamental methodologies or paradigms of other sci-
ences are applied, thus creating a new way of doing research (for other scales see 
Van Klink and Taekema 2008: 17 ff.; Siems 2009: 1 ff.). 
The procedure that the observer should follow to make a synthesis between 
the legal field and other fields implies a “packaging activity” at the linguistic, 
conceptual, and functional level. This preliminary stage allows us to understand 
scientific methods and epistemological bases of different disciplines. Paraphras-
ing Markesinis (2003: 47), without a packaging of those rules in a comprehensi-
ble language for the legal scholars, and without a correct decoding of concepts to 
highlight their functionalities and their achievable applications in comparative 
legal research, the interdisciplinary dialogue can become a dialogue of the deaf. 
Or, it could fall into the cases described above of references to theories without 
using them, because it is impossible or because one does not know how best to 
employ their potentialities (see also Schrama 2011: 152). 
Bridging the terminological gap on similar concepts is a first draft of the work 
to be done in order to facilitate a process of scientific integration. The premise 
for a mutual methodological acknowledgement resides primarily in the elabora-
tion of a common linguistic code. Lexical shared platforms, from which to de-
velop multidisciplinary research, enable a better understanding of an object of 
study in a more penetrating way. This type of activity is called «epistemological 
silos», where each scholar faces the problem with their methodological approach 
(Miller et al. 2008: 3). Secondly, the multiplicity of perspectives can lead to the 
improvement of interdisciplinary methods of analysis, to internalize paradigms 
of other sciences, and to formulate new questions. In these cases, we refer to «in-
terdisciplinary collaboration» (Eigenbrode et al. 2007: 56). 
Having briefly explained the context in which this essay lies, I will now try 
to contribute to the epistemological discussion through the explanation of the 
value of fuzzy logic and of the usefulness of what I have named the fuzzy ap-
proach in comparative legal studies. The article will proceed as follows. In section 
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II, I will outline the state of the art of classifications in comparative law. In sec-
tion III, I will explain the ways of thinking which can be applied in the activity 
of classifying. In sections IV and V, I will present the fuzzy set theory with the 
aim to understand the relevance of fuzzy logic in legal research and to illustrate 
a few applications of the fuzzy approach. Finally, I will make some reflections on 
the extent to which it is reasonable to adopt the fuzzy set theory in legal studies.
II. Classifications in comparative law
«Categorization is the very process of reasoning itself» (Winter 2001: 70). The 
utility of classifications lies in their analytical strength. They enhance the un-
derstanding of complex phenomena by simplifying real world information by 
means of conceptual schemes; schemes that give rise to general and abstract 
models. 
Truly important classifications are those which allow the most interesting 
and general propositions of some hypotheses, offering the maximum level of 
information with the least possible cognitive effort. This principle of cognitive 
economy is linked to the principle of the perceived world structure. The per-
ceived world is not an unstructured set of equiprobable co-occurring attributes. 
Objects are perceived to possess an high correlational structure, according to the 
schemes already known in a certain culture and historical period. These two axi-
oms affect both the level of abstraction of taxonomies created in a given society, 
and their internal structure (Rosch 2004: 92 ff.).
It is thanks to macro-comparative studies, where classifications are the focus 
of the analysis, that the science of comparative law as an autonomous discipline 
was founded, giving it a new object, a new aim and a new field of research (Con-
stantinesco 2003: 56). In the case of micro-comparisons, the examined elements 
should respect the requisite of homogeneity (Pegoraro and Rinella 2013: 53). To 
be sure that two or more objects belong to the same class and therefore are homo-
geneous, classifications are necessary. Classification postulates the identification 
of certain criteria that elements are endowed with. In this manner, they could be 
inserted in a category or in another on the basis of those criteria.
Despite the path for which classification precedes comparison (on the respect 
of this sequence, where comparison can be made only after the classification, see 
Smelser 1982: 226 f.), it is obvious for an observer to move from a prior under-
standing of the object under analysis and to perform the comparative research 
(Constantinesco 2000: 103 ff.), improving their assumptions during the elabo-
ration of hypotheses and of the classificatory scheme (Rescigno 1989: 9). At the 
cognitive level, these stages are conceived as sequences. They can be divided into 
three interlinked phases, that follow and alternate with one another, often re-
cursively. The first phase is based on a multiplicity of perceptions and reasoning: 
abstract representations, search of analogies, classifications, generalizations, and 
8inferences. In the second phase, the hypotheses to be verified or disproved are 
formulated. In the third phase, the models are built (Tiscornia 1995: 3).
Returning to my topic, the nexus between the classification activity and the 
comparative stage is indissoluble, and it is also bidirectional, generating a pro-
cess of mutual dependence where the results from new comparisons highlight 
some discrepancies compared to old classificatory schemes. 
In the micro-comparison studies is quite obvious to omit the phase of clas-
sification, using the well-established categories. Legal comparatists often rel-
egate to the margins the issue of classification, devoting their full attention to 
comparison. With the exception of those who have outlined the aims of the 
classifications, and of those who have considered the reasons that may lead to 
their success, there are not many works on the intellectual operations behind 
the classifications (Rescigno describes four aims of the classifications: descrip-
tion, evaluation, individuation of historical recurrences, obtain prescriptions; 
and he makes only a brief reference to some differences in the classifications. 
See Rescigno 1989: p. 9; with particular reference to the success of the forms of 
government, see Pegoraro 1997: 11 ff.). 
Classifying means to group together, on the basis of similarities and differ-
ences, legal families and systems apparently similar. This definition is consid-
ered sufficient to close the issue (Pegoraro and Rinella 2013: 72). At the utmost, 
what can also be added to this explanation is that the classification activity is di-
visible in two stages. In the first stage, the method to follow must be chosen. Here 
it is necessary to identify the elements to be catalogued and the criteria that allow 
the creation of classifications. In the second stage, there is the phase of classi-
fication (Pizzorusso 1995: 151 ff.; Constantinesco 2003: 67 ff.). Scholars indicate 
that the optimum is achieved when a classification respects the requirements 
of exhaustivity (every object must be assigned to a class) and mutual exclusivi-
ty (an object can not be assigned to two classes), without demanding the rigor 
required in hard sciences (de Vergottini 2007: 54 f.; Tusseau 2009: 41 f.). What 
matters most is the degree of simplicity or complexity. If the classification is an 
over simplication, it is useless; if it is too detailed, it undermines the effort of 
classification (Pegoraro and Rinella 2013: 77).
The scientific contribution is particularly varied with regard to the models, 
i.e. the products of the classifications as syntheses of the complexity through log-
ical categories. The model gives conceptual form to an hypothesis (Rinella 1997: 
27 ff.; on the logic inside models, see Bognetti 1994: 170 f.). In this respect, Sam-
uel identifies three reasons for the models’ validation, related to the characteris-
tics of correspondence, coherence and consensus. A model can gain credibility by 
virtue of the correspondence with the observer’s perception of reality; or because 
it has an internal coherence, putting the accent on the qualities of the elements 
and their relationships; or because it is particularly appreciated by the legal com-
munity (Samuel 2004: 43 ff.). 
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Explanations and predictive hypotheses are offered by these abstract schemes 
or models. Categories have a heuristic value because they guide the analyses, and 
sometimes, during in the formulation of classification proposals, legal compara-
tists make use of the schemes created by scholars of other disciplines. Although 
it is easy to find the prescriptive element in the classification-description (on the 
connection between description and prescriptivity in the theory of the forms of 
State, see Rescigno 1989: 9. In relation to the forms of government, see Rinella 
1997: 36 ff.), the prescriptivity, rather than part of the model, is an element in-
herent in the observer’s perspective. It is a guiding principle for legal research-
ers, who are oriented towards studying rules, including cultural formants able to 
transmit binding norms (Sacco 1992: 46 ff.; Pegoraro 2008: 35 ff.). 
The legal scholars’ approach to knowledge is not so different from that of so-
cial scientists, even if the formers’ method of research, the legal method, leads 
to distance themselves from the others. Legal comparatists make extensive use 
of historical and social data to better contextualize the milieu in which rules are 
effective. And there are no obstacles to sharing the same models, from which to 
deduce predictive explanations. The main difference being that for comparat-
ists the predictivity assumes the peculiar character of the observations of legal 
formants. They have a prescriptive value, from the formal point of view and not 
necessarily from the substantial one. And as they share data and models, they can 
also share epistemological bases and methodological approaches.
III. Monothetic, polythetic, and radial categories
In the field of social sciences, scholars who have dealt with the issue of classifica-
tions more rigorously than legal comparatists, i.e. political scientists and sociolo-
gists, explain the intellectual operations that give rise to classifications. 
The first operation derives from a conceptual specification. It is based on 
the premise that an object can move along a scale of generality articulated in 
an increasingly restricted way, fulfilling the criteria of exhaustivity and exclu-
sivity. A typical example is the passage from genus to species. In these cases of 
intensional classification, the intension is given by the set of attributes that de-
fines what needs to be part of a class. Another type of procedure gives rise to 
the extensional classifications. In this case, the objects of a set are grouped in 
two or more subsets according to the perceived similarities of their features or 
properties. The aim is to maximize their similarities, while emphasizing diver-
sities compared to other classes. The last procedure – simply called classification 
– consists in the objects’ assignment to the classes previously defined. One or 
more residual categories can be provided to achieve exhaustivity (Marradi 1990: 
130 ff.; id. 2000: 185 f.). 
Two ways of thinking express the logics that govern classifications, related to 
the monothetic and the polythetic categories. 
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The monothetic category is a legacy of Aristotle, since his principle of non-
contradiction has influenced the Western thought and has left the binary or bi-
valent logic according to which every sentence can be only true or false (how-
ever, in the Nicomachean Ethics (1094 b, 11-28), Aristotle emphasizes that there 
are a few knowledges that are “mostly” good and are never certain and absolute). 
The monothetic structure is based on the idea that a certain number of features 
should be likewise shared by all objects for their inclusion in a class. Each feature 
is necessary and sufficient to establish the membership to a class (Mahmood and 
Armstrong 1992: 4; Piasere 1995: 6 ff. For a legal point of view, see Glenn 2010: 
368 ff., who suggests that was Plato the first philosopher to introduce the biva-
lent concept; Winter 2001: p. 62). The positive aspect of the intensional classifi-
cations, which fall within the monothetic categories, is the simplicity and clarity 
of the sets, where one can assign new items easily and unambiguously (Brennan 
1987: 215).
An example of Aristotelian thought applied to the study of the forms of gov-
ernment is reflected very clearly in a essay of Troper. His observations on the dis-
crepancy between the ideal parliamentary and presidential form of governments 
and the effective systems in force persuade him to state that the traditional clas-
sification has all kind of weaknesses: it is an offence to logic; it does not teach 
us anything; it is based on the absurd assumption that the ideal models are real 
entities (Troper 1998: 246; see also Eisenmann 1966: 37). This assertion is fully 
understandable, as such the use of the monothetic categories is not the best way 
in which to study objects that shy away from rigid taxonomies, which occurs in 
legal research. The weakness in his reasoning lies in the fact that it is pointless 
to apply the Aristotelian logic in these cases and hence leading to consequences 
at a dogmatic level.
The classes are generated via an inductive process, based on perception and 
immediate recognition. They reflect the classificatory strategies that work in the 
mind, related to the so called polythetic categories. This concept indicates a prin-
ciple, first introduced in the natural sciences and then used by cognitive psychol-
ogists and anthropologists, to overcome the dichotomous scheme. According to 
the definition offered by the biologists Sokal and Sneath, the polythetic classi-
fications group «together organisms that have the greatest number of shared 
features, and no single feature is either essential to group membership or is suf-
ficient to make an organism a member of the group». They allow us to compare 
in a weak form elements that resemble each other for some reason, but where no 
one shares specific features with all the other elements (the definition proposed 
by Sokal and Sneath is quoted by Needham 1975: 356. See also Pignato 1997: 172). 
The positive aspects of the extensional classifications, which fall into the poly-
thetic categories, lie in the fact that the classes are closer to reality, contain an 
high content of data and they carry less risk of an arbitrary exclusion of signifi-
cant features because the boundaries among the classes are not rigid (Needham 
1975: 358; Brennan 1987: 216). 
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The elements that fall into a polythetic class share each other some “family 
airs”. This idea recalls the concept of «family resemblance» used by Wittgenstein 
to mean that the way family members resemble each other is not through a spe-
cific trait but a variety of traits that are shared by some, but not all, members of 
a family. Games – board-games, card-games, ball-games, etc. – have become the 
paradigmatic example of a group that is related by family resemblances. If we ob-
serve them we will not see something that is common to all of them, but similari-
ties, relationships, and a whole series of these instead (Wittgenstein 1967: §§ 65-
67). A slightly different metaphor which conveys the polythetic thought is that 
of the «chain complex». The chain complex was elaborated by the psychologist 
Vygotsky – in the same year in which Wittgenstein elaborated his theory, 1934 – 
observing the way children play/think. They jump from one concept to another 
one on the basis of a common criterion that changes in progression: one object 
is connected with another by a common attribute, which in turn is connected to 
the next by a different attribute, and to another by yet a different criterion, and so 
on. According to this perspective, the objects are grouped together like the links 
of a chain, where the criterion changes at each subsequent passage, and there is 
no core or, better, «there is a single core that acts as the reference-sample, and it 
is without of any centre». In these cases one speaks of serial likeness (Vygotskij, 
quoted by Veggetti 1999: 545). 
Needham offers an example of serial likeness, describing three hypothetical 
societies (A, B, C), each constituted by three features included among “p” and “v”. 
A serial likeness is:
A:  p q r
B:    r s t
C:      t u v 
(Needham 1975: 351; on this issue, see also Fabietti 2003: 61).
In the same vein, the cognitive linguistic Lakoff stated that radial categories are 
the most common conceptual categories. They are not definable in terms of a list 
of properties shared by every item in a set. A radial category has a central object 
and certain conventionalized extensions. The latter ones are not rule-governed, 
and they can not be reduced to necessary and sufficient criteria, but neither are 
they arbitrary. Although the various extensions have little in common with one 
another besides their relation to the central object, each extension is related to 
their centre by means of an experientially grounded metaphor or metonymy 
(Winter 2001: 69 ff.).
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IV. Fuzzy set theory, pertinence, fuzzy approach, and prototype theory
The fuzzy set theory reflects the above-mentioned reasoning. The classical set 
theory assumes that one can clearly distinguish elements which belong to a set 
and those which do not, respecting the criteria of exhaustivity and mutual ex-
clusivity. It applies the traditional Aristotelian thought, establishing a precise 
threshold for including or excluding an object from a category. Its paradigm is 
the notion of belonging on the basis of true or false condition.
Differently, the fuzzy set theory, proposed in 1965 by the mathematician Za-
deh, imagines classes with vague boundaries. It admits that objects can belong to 
the classes only to a certain extent. In this way, Zadeh softens the dichotomous 
outcome which, while trying to chase precision, may lose its significance. The 
fuzzy logic infringes the bivalent logic. It conceives the uncertain position of the 
items expanding the paradigm of belonging through the notion of the «degree 
of membership» or «degree of belonging». The fuzzy set theory allows for more 
calibrated measures assigning to each object a score between 1 (full membership) 
and 0 (full non-membership). In the example of old persons, at the age of five a 
person is surely not old and her degree of membership will be 0, while she cer-
tainly can be defined old at ninety-five and her degree of membership will be 1. 
Between five and ninety-five years old there is a grey zone, numerically present-
ed by degrees of membership greater than 0 and inferior to 1, which grow accord-
ing to age (Sangalli 2000: 23; for graphical representations, see Brunelli 2001: 26). 
This theory provides an axiom to the “truth of light and shade”, which is not 
included in the black or white alternative, and which ultimately permeates the 
daily life, the reality of facts and that of phenomena observed in nature (Kosko 
1999: 31). More specifically, the objects in the set are blurred, indeterminate, pol-
ysemic, and not the whole set. This theory conceives that an object can be part of 
a class in a partial way, neither fully inside nor fully outside. The element at the 
centre of the partition is the prototype for excellence, the object that symbolizes 
the emblem of the class (Brennan 1987: 216). Within a fuzzy set, boundaries can 
also be defined with clarity. Thus, the monothetic categories may appear inside 
the polythetic ones. These clear boundaries in fuzzy sets are called alpha-cuts (Pi-
asere 1995: 6, 12 ff.). The fuzzy logic and the fuzzy set theory are widely accepted 
by mathematicians, and are applied by engineers, economists, sociologists, and 
anthropologists. These theories can also be useful for legal comparatists, as they 
are fully part of the epistemological and methodological bases of their discipline. 
Every classificatory proposal is linked to the issue of pertinence, which is a 
subjective element. Pertinence has to do with the criteria chosen to divide and 
catalogue the objects. Tusseau considers pertinence to be the third feature of clas-
sification, together with exhaustivity and exclusivity which, as I have explained 
above, are not so essential in the polythetic categories. Meanwhile the latter two 
are objective characteristics, pertinence is a subjective element: the classes must 
have a useful purpose, developing functional concepts suitable to the aims of the 
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research projects (Tusseau 2009: 42). Pegoraro relates the issue of pertinence to 
the identification of the distinctive elements according to the theory developed 
by Constantinesco (1996: 223 ff.) which, as criteria for the catalogation, defines 
the various classificatory schemes. Also, he suggests approaching the classes to 
make progressive approximations, in order to overcome the problems arising 
from the discretionary choices made by the observer (Pegoraro 2010: 4). 
Reducing the number of variables by trapping them in sharply defined sets is 
not a suitable approach to studying social phenomena. In my opinion, a suitable 
approach should be able to hold together in a logical and in a legal sense the larg-
est number of items without losing the usefulness of the predictivity of the mod-
els. Recalling Wittgenstein, one must assess the extent of the concepts as when 
«spinning a thread we twist fibre on fibre. And the strength of the thread does 
not reside in the fact that some one fibre runs through its whole length, but in 
the overlapping of many fibres» (Wittgenstein 1967: § 67). For mathematicians, 
the purpose of fuzzy logic is to emphasize the significance, even at the expense of 
some loss of accuracy. The same function can be attributed to pertinence in legal 
research. Depending on the case, pertinence implies the identification of one or 
more essential elements, deemed significant to obtain an interesting result. In 
addition, for legal comparatists the use of fuzzy thinking does not necessarily 
lead to inaccuracy. Accepting reality for what it is means putting the maximum 
emphasis on models, acknowledging that legal data are social data and can not be 
inserted in monothetic sets. 
At the comparative stage, it seems valuable to think in terms of fuzzy simi-
larities. They are not to be conceived as operational limits but as a complex net 
of affinities within a specific conceptual framework. To some extent, these fuzzy 
similarities connect all the items in a class. Each object is set apart from the oth-
ers regarding the extent of its function and its normative effectiveness. The heu-
ristic value of a fuzzy approach to the comparative analysis is a methodology that 
emphasizes the comparison among legal objects closer to one another, where 
usually their similarities also concern the problems faced by these objects in the 
same class (Mattei 1994: 796). This approach can lead to more accurate observa-
tions, where the degree of similarity should be an element for making more rel-
evant comparisons, and thus produce more interesting results at scientific level. 
Similarly, this applies to the degree of difference, if the aim is to understand the 
distance, i.e. the differences between items within the same class. 
In addition to cataloguing an object, one can calculate the degree of mem-
bership to the class, while maintaining the complexity of the real world that the 
classical bivalent logic tends to exclude. How can one apply this principle, which 
in other sciences is represented by numbers, within the legal framework? The 
estimate of the degree of membership must be made on the basis of the legal ele-
ments which are the parameters of the research. Through these ones is possible 
to quantify, to weigh, by means of the legal method, the effective functioning of 
the object and thus to understand the prescriptive force of the criteria. One has 
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to keep in mind two conditions. The existence of a model that serves as a symbol 
in each class, and the possibility to identify clear contours, the alpha-cuts, inside 
the set. 
The yardstick to determine the degree of membership of an object in a class 
is represented by the item put in the center of the set. The prototype theory helps 
us to understand how objects are classified by the human mind. As long as the 
cognitive psychology was adherent to the bivalent logic, no object of a class could 
have had a special status, all of them sharing the same properties. On the con-
trary, during the Seventies, Rosch showed there are asymmetries among objects 
and some of them serve as exemplars as they are perceived the most represen-
tative of a certain class and function as cognitive reference points in memory. 
Starting from these objects, the other ones are placed in the same category on 
the basis of the greater or lesser resemblance, i.e. on their degree of membership, 
compared to the prototype. A prototype effect is a consequence of this kind of 
idealized knowledge structure, for which some items will fit the model better 
than others (Rosch 2004: 92 ff.; Lakoff 2004: 163 ff.; Winter 2001: 76 ff.). 
Consequently, from the prototype, one can determine the distance of the ob-
ject and understand, by identifying similarities and differences, if an element is 
well located or whether it should be better placed in another class. In this activ-
ity, the alpha-cuts are like the fibres that give strength to the thread. The more 
objects fall in the alpha-cuts or are closer to them, the more relevant the class is. 
The thinner the fibre (and therefore the objects are distant to the core because 
there are more differences), the more the degree of membership decreases and 
the closer one is to the boundary of the class. This is the work that legal compa-
ratists generally do. For this reason, realizing the epistemological values of the 
fuzzy logic and the fuzzy approach is important.
V. The application of fuzzy logic to law
V.1. Introduction
From the epistemological point of view, Samuel highlights that a few problems 
in the relationships between science and reality are ascribable to analytical meth-
ods used for understanding and representing facts (Samuel 2004: 39). Fuzzy logic 
offers several suggestions for further studies. After all, the nuanced reasoning is 
part of the cultural background of legal philosophers, accustomed to making use 
of vague concepts where the Aristotelian logic is not always the best approach.
Moreover, the polythetic thought can provide a valuable support to new legal 
classifications. It may also offer the opportunity to evaluate models which are no 
longer – or have never been – close to reality. Applying fuzzy reasoning, they could 
find a theoretical anchorage to rehabilitate them as conceptual categories still 
valid at the heuristic level. For example, the boundaries in the neo-parliamentary 
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and the semi-presidential forms of government are not always clearly defined. 
The same happens within federal or regional States, and between both categories. 
In these hypotheses, legal scholars could apply the criterion of the degree of mem-
bership. Using the fuzzy approach, these instances could be perceived along a con-
tinuum, instead of including them in separated monothetic models.
V.2. Fuzziness: vague concepts and legal pluralism
The phenomenon of the semantic uncertainty of legal norms is very well known. 
In the Sixties, Hart proposed the open texture theory. Influenced by Wittgen-
stein, he noted that legal rules have a core of certainty, and open texture and a 
penumbra of uncertainty at the borderline. His work was an attempt to analyze 
this peripheral area and the creative judicial activity within it (Hart 1961: 119 ff.). 
Other philosophers have adopted a nuanced perspective. Instead of trying to de-
termine if a rule is valid or not, they have suggested an approach where validity 
is an issue of degrees (van de Kerchove and Ost 1995: 93). 
Legal scholars who are involved in argumentation and judicial decision-mak-
ing try to assign a “measured meaning” to indeterminate terms, such as good 
faith. Moreover, fuzzy logic has become a tool that someone applies or proposes 
to apply in trials considering the uncertainty of the meaning of certain words 
(Peña 1993: 57 ff.; Gomes Canotilho 1998: 35 ff.; Mazzarese 1997: 483 ff.; Nguyen 
2008: 1257 ff.), and Winter, relying on a cognitive approach to the study of law, 
takes into account fuzzy logic in the mental process of the categories’ formation 
(Winter 2001: 62 f., 83 ff.).
Contextualizing the issue within Hindu and Eastern thought (where the 
fuzzy set theory initially found more correspondence than in Western societies), 
Glenn has used the term multivalence to indicate that all categories are vague 
and that any effort to separate them is arbitrary and artificial, with the reality 
being a matter of degree. He prefers the expression multivalent logic instead of 
fuzzy logic for the reason that the former is less apparently pejorative and per-
haps even more accurate than the latter. Multivalent logic tells us we should 
always think in terms of a continuum of values as opposed to those which are 
binary opposites. The advantage of this approach is to provide valuable infor-
mation on the complexity of the world. In the European legal systems, its most 
obvious example is the range of national solutions more or less compatible with 
the European Convention on Human Rights, taken as not dictating a single, uni-
form solution but rather allowing a range or continuum of solutions and a cor-
responding margin of appreciation of them (Glenn 2010: 369 ff.; id. 2006: 229). 
From the same perspective, Delmas-Marty and Mathieu-Izorche (2000: 753 ff.) 
had already noted that it is possible to reason in legal terms even starting from 
vague notions, which do not pertain to the binary logic.
Multivalence is well suited to the issues related to legal pluralism (legal plu-
ralism implies the presence of more than one centre of production of rules in the 
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social sphere. See Griffiths 1986: 1 ff.). Menski adopts the expression fuzzy law as 
a synonym of this concept, stressing the need to re-evaluate the traditional legal 
categories in order to manage the complexity of multi-ethnic societies, particu-
larly the dilemmas that cultures and religions can pose to the legislator (Menski 
2010: 30 ff.). Delmas-Marty, analyzing the hyper-normativity that characterizes 
the legal systems, invokes the droit flou to order the relationships among the var-
ious centres that produce rules, norms that can juxtapose one another. According 
to this author, we need a methodological option different from the binary logic 
to explain, still rationally and with distinct degrees of intensity, the current legal 
relations and to direct the choices in a non-hierarchical perspective, without im-
posing a unique decision (Delmas-Marty 1986; on the fuzzy logic linked to legal 
pluralism, see also Glenn 2010: 169).
V.3. The fuzzy approach in comparative legal studies
Moving our focus to classification in comparative law, fuzzy logic surfaces in a 
scattering of essays. 
Even if not explicitly mentioned, fuzzy logic seems to hold up the tripartite 
taxonomy of the legal systems proposed by Mattei, who introduces the «judge-
ment of prevalence» (that resembles the degree of membership coined by Zadeh) 
to indicate that the legal systems may present at the same time and to different 
degrees more than one criterion among those referred to (Mattei 1994: 782. In 
a later english paper, he translated the judgement of prevalence as «impression 
of “hegemony”»: id. 1997: 21). The variable nuances of the legal systems towards 
one character rather than another introduce a dynamic conceptual framework 
instead of a rigid scheme. It is more realistic and permeable to any changes.
Other comparatists explicitly make reference to fuzzy logic in their studies. 
Regarding end-of-life legal issues, Casonato has stated that the legal systems gen-
erally inclined to prohibit every action that directly causes the patient’s death are 
not so rigidly separated by the legal systems that allow individuals the unlimited 
right to decide on their life and death. In actual fact, they are not distinguishable 
in terms of sharp boundaries, but rather in terms of fuzzy sets (Casonato 2012: 
523 ff.).
As for the application of the fuzzy approach, I have proposed the following 
method to justify a study on Roma minorities in the whole of Europe, since their 
lack of homogeneity could have affected the classificatory framework (Baldin 
2012a; id. 2012b: 1 ff.). Being an analytical category, Roma include multiple ethnic 
features. They are characterized by a serial likeness and have in common some 
features like the links of a chain. A fuzzy comparative approach aims to analyze 
the alpha-cuts of the Roma category, that is those sharp edges that can be found in 
the communities who speak Romani language and those who have an itinerant 
lifestyle. Thus, the research should not be affected by negative data from those 
legal systems that, objectively, do not have to deal with one of these two instances 
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of accommodation. Consequently, regarding the linguistic claims, where Roma 
minorities are numerous, one would expect to find indicators on the use of the 
mother tongue at a higher degree than in those Countries where Roma groups 
are small, scattered and/or not interested in the recognition of the Romani lan-
guage in the public sphere. Regarding Travellers, one would expect to find a le-
gal status suitable to their lifestyle where they prevalently live. Using the fuzzy 
approach, this study attempts to establish connections among Countries with 
similar instances of minority accommodation to satisfy. The aim is to point out 
a trend that should emphasize similarities and differences without trying to de-
lineate a general framework, which would not be valid in all Countries for each 
of the features used as parameters of this research.
Another example is offered by Pegoraro, in the last edition of his book on con-
stitutional justice. This author criticizes the classical models of constitutional 
justice, that are no longer adequate in representing the current reality (Pegoraro 
2015: 201 ff.). Consequently, he has suggested various new typologies adopting 
the fuzzy approach. His premises are based on two considerations. The fact that 
nowadays it is very difficult, or even impossible, to propose definitive solutions 
due to the global diffusion of constitutional justice with a corresponding el-
evated degree of hybridization among models. And the fact that the pertinence 
can be found in many elements, depending on the classificatory aim. Thus, there 
would be different classifications and also parallel classifications, including or 
excluding the same object. If we begin with concrete cases, and not with histori-
cal models, there won’t be unequivocal results, but this is «the price to pay for 
the multiplication of legal solutions which […] will be reorganized on the basis 
of the current situation» (Pegoraro 2010: 9). For these reasons, each Country can 
be inserted in more than one model, and his classifications are open to possible 
new proposals.
Briefly, a first example pertains to the political or jurisdictional character of 
constitutional courts, in which Aristotelian classes are not applicable. Practical 
experiences are rarely set as a dichotomy, with courts being only political in na-
ture (as in Socialist States) or only jurisdictional (as in the United States, thanks 
to the doctrine of political questions). A fuzzy approach, proposing soft classi-
fications, allows the insertion of the majority of the Countries in both types of 
control. A second example of classification considers the courts’ structure, where 
one can identify many cases, viewed along a continuum. At one extreme, there 
are the (almost) unitary systems, where a unique court exercises all of the con-
stitutional competences (i.e. Spain, Italy, Belgium, France, Romania). In the mid-
dle, there are the partially centralized plurality systems, where each territorial 
level has its constitutional court, in parallel with a federal constitutional juris-
diction (as in Germany and Austria) and, one step ahead, the partially decentral-
ized plurality systems, in which ordinary judges and a supreme court exercise 
their competences without an overlapping of functions (as in Portugal, Greece, 
and non federal common law Countries). At the opposite extreme, we could teo-
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retically find the completely decentralized plurality systems (as Russia, Mexico, 
Brasil, Argentina, and federal common law Countries). A third case of classifica-
tion regards the types of functions, ideally divided into mono-functional systems 
and multi-functional systems. In the first class, some common law and Northern 
European Countries and a few Latin-American States can be inserted. The major-
ity of the global experiences can be put into the second class, but with different 
degrees of belonging, related to the number of their functions. The protection 
of fundamental rights and/or the resolution of conflicts of competence, linked 
to individual direct access to constitutional courts, give rise to another typology. 
The extent of the parameter, the object of judicial review, the variety of subjects, 
the modality of access, the typology of decisions and their effects, are also chosen 
elements of Pegoraro’s classifications. Fuzzy reasoning is the distinctive feature 
in all of these proposals.
VI. To what extent can the fuzzy set theory be applied in legal research?
This essay has tried to demonstrate the utility of an interdisciplinary perspective 
for solving particular issues. Just as comparative law plays a subversive role with 
respect to the other branches of law (Muir-Watt 2000: 505 f.), through the critical 
development of theories that offer a viable alternative to the traditional catego-
ries, demolishing dogmas, stereotypes, and ethnocentric views, so the interdisci-
plinary approach could play a similar role in the sphere of comparative law. 
Here I do not question whether law could also be useful to some extent for 
social scientists, a matter for which Samuel gives a negative answer due to the 
epistemological backwardness of comparative law (2009: 431 ff.). It should be 
considered a success to be able to explain theories and methods of a particular 
science for legal scholars, to make their use in legal studies understandable, in-
dependently of the effective application of that theory or of the results achieved. 
It will be the task of legal scholars to use their imagination and to employ the 
suggestions deriving from various readings, trying to experiment their useful-
ness in legal studies. 
The last question I pose is: to what extent can the fuzzy set theory be useful for 
legal scholars? Recently, the fuzzy-set qualitative comparative analysis (fsQCA) 
has been applied in a few essays devoted to codification and minority protection 
(Arvind and Stirton 2010: 1 ff.; Schwellnus, Mikalayeva and Balázs 2010: 117 ff.). 
These cases are interesting in order to solve this issue. The fsQCA is a method, 
developed by Charles Ragin and based on fuzzy set theory, sometimes employed 
in sociology and political science, that tries to combine qualitative and quantita-
tive analysis. The fsQCA systematizes the representation of similarities and dif-
ferences across cases and provides for the examination of complex patterns of 
causation. 
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In essence, this tool can be perceived as a fruitful approach when various cri-
teria of comparison are adopted and various objects (e.g. Countries) are under 
examination. Conversely, when only one or two criteria are chosen, and when 
the research focus is oriented toward only two or a few objects, in my opinion the 
fsQCA is valueless. Indeed, its ultimate aim is to elaborate numerically qualita-
tive results. It aspires to offer a sort of synopsis where the measure of each item 
expresses its different degree of membership in a particular set. If there is very 
little data to intersect, for example a unique criterion in different Countries – 
which is a frequent case in comparative legal studies –, this table will be a simple 
list of objects. 
Even in the hypotheses of wide-ranging comparative research, with many 
conditions and many Countries, I argue that this method doesn’t have a lot to 
offer legal scholars. This is because the analysis is carried out following the le-
gal method; only at the end, will the results be converted into numbers using an 
appropriate software (the computer software can be downloaded at www.fsqca.
com). It is worth noting that it is the author who decides which weight to allocate 
to each qualitative data. Clearly, precision and transparency of the codification 
rules, the so called calibration of fuzzy sets, are indispensable. In the process of 
set calibration, it is particularly crucial to specify qualitative anchors (Schneider 
and Wagemann 2010: 397 ff.). For example, Arvin and Stirton used the fsQCA 
method in order to identify necessary and sufficient conditions for the full or 
partial implementation of the French Civil Code in the German States of the early 
Nineteenth century. In a scale of seven levels of membership, they decided to 
bestow one of these weights for each data: 1.00 fully in; 0.83 mostly but not fully 
in; 0.67 more or less in; 0.50 neither in nor out; 0.33 more or less out (Arvind and 
Stirton 2010: 1 ff.). The final result explains in numbers what a legal scholar usu-
ally expresses in words, stating the item’s more or less adherence to the model or 
to the centre of the set. 
In conclusion, an interdisciplinary approach is a very useful tool for academ-
ics, provided that they pay attention to their scientific premises and aims in or-
der to take good advantage of what other sciences can offer them.
20
BIBLIOGRAPHY Ancel, M. (1974), Utilità e metodi 
del diritto comparato, Camerino, 
Jovene.
Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics.
Arvind, T.T., Stirton, L. (2010), 
“Explaining the reception of the 
Code Napoleon in Germany: a 
fuzzy-set qualitative comparative 
analysis”, Legal Studies, 1.
Baldin, S. (2012a), Le minoranze 
rom fra esclusione sociale e debole 
riconoscimento giuridico. Uno 
studio di diritto pubblico europeo e 
comparato, Bologna, Bononia Univ. 
Press.
Baldin, S. (2012b), “The protection 
of the Romani language and 
the itinerant lifestyle of Roma 
minorities: A fuzzy approach 
to the comparative analysis”, 
Comparative Law Review, 2.
Bognetti, G. (1994), Introduzione al 
diritto costituzionale comparato (Il 
metodo), Torino, Giappichelli.
Brennan, T. (1987), “Classification: 
An Overview of Selected 
Methodological Issues”, Crime and 
Justice. A Review of Research, 9.
Brunelli, C. (2001), “La logica fuzzy 
nell’analisi dei gruppi: criteri e 
possibilità”, Sociologia e ricerca 
sociale, 64.
Casonato, C. (2012), “Il fine-
vita nel diritto comparato, fra 
imposizioni, libertà e fuzzy sets”, 
in D’Aloia (cur.), Il diritto alla fine 
della vita. Principi, decisioni, casi, 
Napoli, ESI.
Constantinesco, L.J. (1996), 
Introduzione al diritto comparato, 
Torino, Giappichelli.
Constantinesco, L.J. (2000), 
Il metodo comparativo, Torino, 
Giappichelli.
Constantinesco, L.J. (2003), La 
scienza dei diritti comparati, Torino, 
Giappichelli.
David, R. (1992), “Comparazione 
giuridica”, Enciclopedia delle scienze  
 
sociali, vol. II, Roma, Istituto della 
Enciclopedia italiana.
Delli Zotti, G. (1996), “Il metodo 
comparato in sociologia”, in 
Gasparini, A., Strassoldo, R. 
(cur.), Tipi ideali e società, Milano, 
FrancoAngeli.
Delmas-Marty, M. (1986), Le flou 
du droit. Du code pénal aux droits de 
l’homme, Paris, PUF.
Delmas-Marty, M., Mathieu-
Izorche, M.-L. (2000), “Marge 
nationale d’appréciation et 
internationalisation du droit. 
Réflexions sur la validité formelle 
d’un droit commun pluraliste”, 
Revue internationale de droit 
comparé, 4.
Eigenbrode, S.D., et al. (2007), 
“Employing Philosophical 
Dialogue in Collaborative 
Science”, BioScience, 57.
Eisenmann, Ch. (1966), “Quelques 
problèmes de méthodologie des 
définitions et des classifications 
en science juridique”, Archives de 
philosophie du droit, vol. XI.
Fabietti, U. (2003), “La 
comparazione in antropologia: 
bilanci e prospettive”, in 
Baldissera, A. (cur.), Gli usi 
della comparazione, Milano, 
FrancoAngeli.
Glenn, H.P. (2006), “Legal 
Traditions and the Separation 
Thesis”, Netherlands Journal of Legal 
Philosophy, 3.
Glenn, H.P. (2010), Legal Traditions 
of the World: Sustainable Diversity in 
Law, IV ed., Oxford, Oxford Univ. 
Press.
Gomes Canotilho, J.J. (1998), 
“Metodología «fuzzy» y 
«camaleones normativos» en la 
problemática actual de los derechos 
económicos, sociales y culturales”, 
Derechos y Libertades: revista del 
Instituto Bartolomé de las Casas, 6.
Griffiths, J. (1986), “What is 
legal pluralism?”, Journal of Legal 
Pluralism & Unofficial Law, 24.
21Poliarchie/Polyarchies – 5/2015
Hart, H.L. A. (1961), The Concept of 
Law, Oxford, Clarendon Press.
van de Kerchove, M., Ost, F. (1995), 
Il diritto ovvero i paradossi del gioco, 
Milano, Giuffrè.
Kosko, B. (1999), Il fuzzy-
pensiero. Teoria e applicazioni 
della logica fuzzy, III ed., Milano, 
Baldini&Castoldi.
Lakoff, G. (2004), “The 
Importance of Categorization”, 
in Aarts, B., et al. (eds.), Fuzzy 
grammar: A reader, Oxford, OUP.
Mahmood, C.K., Armstrong, S.L. 
(1992), “Do Ethnic Groups Exist? 
A Cognitive Perspective on the 
Concept of Cultures”, Ethnology, 31.
Markesinis, B. (2003), Comparative 
Law in the Courtroom and Classroom: 
The Story of the Last Thirty-Five Years, 
Oxford, Hart Publishing.
Marradi, A. (1990), “Classification, 
typology, taxonomy”, Quality & 
Quantity, 24.
Marradi, A. (2000), “La tipologia 
da Aristotele alle scienze umane 
moderne”, in A. A.V.V., Una facoltà 
nel Mediterraneo, Milano, Giuffrè.
Mattei, U. (1994), “Verso una 
tripartizione non eurocentrica 
dei sistemi giuridici”, in A. A.V.V., 
Scintillae iuris. Studi in memoria di 
Gino Gorla, vol. I, Milano, Giuffrè.
Mattei, U. (1997), “Three Patterns 
of Law: Taxonomy and Change 
in the World’s Legal Systems”, 
American Journal of Comparative 
Law, 45.
Mazzarese, T. (1997), “Fuzzy Logic 
and Judicial Decision-Making: 
The Peril of a Rationalist Fallacy”, 
in Garzón Valdés, E., et al. (eds.), 
Normative Systems in Legal and 
Moral Theory. Festschrift for Carlos 
E. Alchourrón and Eugenio Bulygin, 
Berlin, Duncker und Humblot.
Menski, W. (2010), “Fuzzy 
Law and the Boundaries of 
Secularism”, Potchefstroom 
Electronic Law Journal, 3.
Miller, T.R., et al. (2008), 
“Epistemological Pluralism: 
Reorganizing Interdisciplinary 
Research”, Ecology and Society, 13.
Muir-Watt, H. (2000), “La 
fonction subversive du droit 
comparé”, Revue internationale de 
droit comparé, 3.
Needham, R. (1975), “Polythetic 
Classification: Convergence and 
Consequences”, Man, 3.
Nguyen, M.T. (2008), “The 
Myth of “Lucky” Patent 
Verdicts: Improving the 
Quality of Appellate Review by 
Incorporating Fuzzy Logic in Jury 
Verdicts”, Hastings Law Journal, 59.
Pegoraro, L. (1997), “Forme 
di governo, definizioni, 
classificazioni”, in Pegoraro, 
L., Rinella, A. (cur.), 
Semipresidenzialismi, Padova, 
CEDAM.
Pegoraro, L. (2008), “La 
codificazione dei diritti: dal 
formante culturale a quello 
normativo. Metodologia e linee 
per una ricerca”, in Cimbalo, G., 
Botti, F. (cur.), Libertà di coscienza 
e diversità di appartenenza religiosa 
nell’Est Europa, Bologna, Bononia 
Univ. Press.
Pegoraro, L. (2010), “Elementi 
determinanti ed elementi 
fungibili nella costruzione 




Pegoraro, L. (2012), “Comparación 
jurídica y uso “externo” de las 
otras ciencias”, Revista Jurídica 
Avances, 7.
Pegoraro, L. (2015), Giustizia 
costituzionale comparata. Dai 
modelli ai sistemi, Torino, 
Giappichelli.
Pegoraro, L., Rinella, A. (2013), 
Diritto costituzionale comparato. 
Aspetti metodologici, Padova, 
CEDAM.
Peña, L. (1993), Introducción a las 
lógicas no clásicas, México, UNAM.
Piasere, L. (1995), “Introduzione”, 
in id. (cur.), Comunità girovaghe, 
comunità zingare, Liguori, Napoli.
Pignato, C. (1997), “Classificazioni 
politetiche”, in Fabietti, U., 
Remotti, F. (cur.), Dizionario di 
antropologia, Bologna, Zanichelli.
Pizzorusso, A. (1995), Sistemi 
giuridici comparati, Milano, 
Giuffrè.
Rescigno, G.U. (1989), “Forme di 
stato e di governo”, Enciclopedia 
giuridica, vol. XIV, Roma, Treccani.
Rinella, A. (1997), La forma di 
governo semi-presidenziale. Profili 
metodologici e “circolazione” del 
modello francese in Europa centro-
orientale, Torino, Giappichelli.
Rosch, E. (2004), “Principles of 
Categorization”, in Aarts, B., et 
al. (eds.), Fuzzy grammar: A reader, 
Oxford, OUP.
Sacco, R. (1992), Introduzione al 
diritto comparato, V ed., Torino, 
UTET.
Samuel, G. (2004), “Epistemology 
and Comparative Law: 
Contributions from the Sciences 
and Social Sciences”, in Van 
Hoecke, M. (ed.), Epistemology and 
Methodology of Comparative Law, 
Portland, Hart Publishing.
Samuel, G. (2009), 
“Interdisciplinarity and the 
Authority Paradigm: Should Law 
Be Taken Seriously by Scientists 
and Social Scientists?”, Journal of 
Law and Society, 36.
Sangalli, A. (2000), L’importanza di 
essere fuzzy. Matematica e computer, 
Torino, Bollati Boringhieri.
Schneider, C.Q., Wagemann, 
C. (2010), “Standards of 
Good Practice in Qualitative 
Comparative Analysis (QCA)  
and Fuzzy Sets”, Comparative 
Sociology, 3.
22
Schrama, W. (2011), “How to 
carry out interdisciplinary legal 
research. Some experiences with 
an interdisciplinary research 
method”, Utrecht Law Review, 7.
Schwellnus, G., Mikalayeva, 
L., Balázs, L. (2010), “Project 
Report: A Fuzzy-Set Qualitative 
Comparative Analysis of Minority 
Protection Rules in Ten New EU 
Member States”, European Yearbook 
of Minority Issues, 9.
Siems, M.M. (2009), “The 
Taxonomy of Interdisciplinary 
Legal Research: Finding the 
Way out of the Desert”, Journal 
of Commonwealth Law and Legal 
Education, 7.
Smelser, N.J. (1992),“Comparativo, 
metodo”, Enciclopedia delle scienze 
sociali, vol. II, Roma, Istituto della 
Enciclopedia italiana.
Smelser, N.J. (1982), La 
comparazione nelle scienze sociali, 
Bologna, il Mulino.
Tiscornia, D. (1995), 
“Una metodologia per la 
rappresentazione della 
conoscenza giuridica: l’ontologia 




Troper, M. (1998), “Le 
classificazioni nel diritto 
costituzionale”, in id., Per una teoria 
giuridica dello Stato, Napoli, Guida.
Tusseau, G. (2009), 
“Classificazioni”, in Pegoraro, L. 
(cur.), Glossario di diritto pubblico 
comparato, Roma, Carocci.
Van Hoecke, M. (2004), “Deep 
Level Comparative Law”, in id. 
(ed.), Epistemology and Methodology 
of Comparative Law, Portland, Hart 
Publishing.
Van Klink, B., Taekema, S. 
(2008), “A Dynamic Model of 
Interdisciplinarity: Limits and 
Possibilities of Interdisciplinary 
Research into Law”, Tilburg 
University Legal Studies Working 
Paper, 10.
Veggetti, M.S. (1999), “Lev 
Semenovič Vygotskij”, in 
Battacchi, M.W. (dir.), Trattato 
enciclopedico di psicologia dell’età 
evolutiva, II ed., Padova, Piccin.
de Vergottini, G. (2007), Diritto 
costituzionale comparato, vol. 1, VII 
ed., Padova, CEDAM.
Winter, S.L. (2001), A Clearing 
in the Forest: Law, Life, and Mind, 
Chicago, Univ. Chicago Press.
Wittgenstein, L. (1967), Ricerche 
filosofiche, Torino, Einaudi.
About the Author
Serena Baldin is currently Associate Professor of Comparative Public Law at 
the University of Trieste, Italy, and teaches courses in Comparative Public Legal 
Systems and Italian and Comparative Constitutional Law. Her research interests 
lie primarily in constitutional justice, minority protection, sustainable develop-
ment, methodology of comparative law. Her most recent publications include: 
“The Concept of Harmony in the Andean Transformative Constitutionalism: A 
Subversive Narrative and its Interpretations”, Revista general de Derecho Público 
Comparado, 17, 2015; “La tradizione giuridica contro-egemonica in Ecuador e 
Bolivia”, Boletín Mexicano de Derecho Comparado, 143, 2015; “Protección de la de-
mocracia y división de poderes en Europa central y oriental en el prisma de la 
jurisprudencia constitucional”, in Bagni, S. (ed.), Justicia Constitucional Compara-
da. Propuestas clasificatorias, México, Porrúa, 2015; “I diritti della natura: i risvolti 
giuridici dell’ética ambiental exigente in America Latina”, in Baldin, S., Zago, M. 
(cur.), Le sfide della sostenibilità. Il buen vivir andino dalla prospettiva europea, Filodi-
ritto, Bologna, 2014; “Legal Status and Participatory Rights of Roma Minorities in 
Western Europe: Comparative Remarks”, Tigor, 1, 2014.
Address: Dipartimento di Scienze Politiche e Sociali, Università degli Studi di 
Trieste, Piazzale Europa 1, 34127, Trieste, Italy.
E-mail: serena.baldin@dispes.units.it
Le versioni elettroniche a testo completo sono disponibili nell’Archivio istituzionale di Ateneo 
dell’Università di Trieste “OpenstarTS” agli indirizzi
http://www.openstarts.units.it/dspace/handle/10077/7515 (DiSPeS Working Papers)
http://www.openstarts.units.it/dspace/handle/10077/10215 (Poliarchie)
DiSPeS Working papers
1, 2012 Federico BATTERA
 Gli autoritarismi e le prospettive della democrazia in Africa settentrionale e nel 
Medio Oriente
2, 2012 Gabriele BLASUTIG
 La condizione occupazionale dei laureati e le nuove sfide per le politiche del lavoro
3, 2013 Giuseppe IERACI
 Fallen Idols. State Failure and the Weakness of Authoritarianism
4, 2013 Giuseppe IERACI and Francesco POROPAT
 Governments in Europe (1945-2013). A Data Set
Poliarchie/Polyarchies
1/2014 Federico BATTERA
 Ruling Coalitions and Chances of Democratization in Arab Countries
2/2014 luiGi PELLIZZONI
 Territorio e movimenti sociali. Continuità, innovazione o integrazione?
3/2014 pier GiorGio GABASSI
 Valutazione e giustizia organizzativa
1/2015 chiara BECCALLI
 Una pratica di memoria della Prima Guerra Mondiale e identità comune europea: 
immagini e riflessioni dei visitatori museali
2/2015 daniele ANDREOZZI, loredana PANARITI
 Politiche del lavoro / amministrare per il lavoro. Ipotesi, prospettive e scenari per 
il Friuli Venezia Giulia
3/2015 pier GiorGio GABASSI
 New leadership e carisma
4/2015 GiorGio OSTI
 Socio-spatial relations: an attempt to move space near society
5/2015 serena BALDIN










































The Fuzzy Logic and 





Polyarchies is a collection of papers aimed at promoting the encounter of the social sciences 
and humanities, ranging from sociology and political science to history, law and philosophy. The 
analysis of political and social change can indeed be investigated from different perspectives 
and with the help of a variety of methodological tools. Polyarchies embraces a range of con-
temporary issues: processes of supranational integration and democratization in the world; the 
transformation of contemporary societies under the pressure of immigration and environmental 
challenges; the crises of “electoral democracy” in Europe and the development of a delibera-
tive model of democracy; the potential “clash of civilizations” and socio-religious conflict; the 
resurgence of nationalisms and micro-regionalism in Europe and in the world; the integration 
of policy processes into networks and of communities into new frameworks and governance 
systems. The journal has an anonymous referee system and two issues per year are expected. 
Although contributions from multiple authors and collections of papers will be considered, 
Polyarchies privileges the publication of single author short monographs.
Poliarchie è una rivista che mira a favorire l’incontro delle discipline delle scienze sociali e 
umane, che vanno dalla sociologia alla scienza politica, alla storia, al diritto e alla filosofia. 
L’analisi del cambiamento politico e sociale può essere infatti indagato sotto diversi punti di 
vista e con l’aiuto di una varietà di strumenti metodologici. Poliarchie volge la sua attenzione 
ai processi d’integrazione sopranazionale del mondo attuale, alla democratizzazione nel mondo, 
alla trasformazione delle società contemporanee sotto la pressione dell’immigrazione e delle 
sfide ambientali, alle crisi della “democrazia elettorale” in Europa e allo sviluppo dei modelli 
deliberativi di democrazia, allo “scontro di civiltà” potenziale e al conflitto socio-religioso, alla 
rinascita dei nazionalismi e dei regionalismi in Europa e nel mondo, all’integrazione dei processi 
politici in reti e delle comunità in nuove strutture e sistemi di governance. La rivista ha un si-
stema di valutazione anonimo e prevede due numeri all’anno. Anche se saranno considerati per 
pubblicazione contributi di diversi autori e raccolte di articoli, Poliarchie privilegia la pubblica-
zione di monografie brevi di singoli autori.
